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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to tine Request for Continued Examination (RCE) 
filed August 27, 2008. Claims 1 , 9 and 17 are currently amended; claim 8 is canceled; 
and claim 25 has been added. Thus, claims 1-7 and 9-25 are pending in this 
application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1 . 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, macliine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-7 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 1-7 and 25 are directed to 
a method of analyzing content of a web page. However, the method of claims 1 -7 and 
25 are not tied to a particular machine to be used to perform the recited steps of the 
claimed method. As such, claims 1-7 and 25 are rejected as being directed to non- 
statutory subject matter (see In re Bilski). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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3. Claims 1-5, 7, 9-14, 16-22 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dutta et al. (US Patent Application Publication 2002/0103914 A1 , 
published 8/1/2002) ('Dutta') in view of Malcolm (US 2008/01 7271 7 Al , priority date 
9/17/2003). 

With respect to claims 1 , 9 and 17, Dutta teaches: 

accessing said web page comprising said content (paragraphs 33, 35 and 134; 
step 610 in Fig. 6); 

processing the web page using a filter (paragraphs 19, 33-34 and 137); 
transferring the content of the web page to an analyzer (paragraph 1 35); 
analyzing the content of the web page at said analyzer (paragraphs 126-128 and 

135); 

returning a result of said analyzing to a server (paragraphs 127 and 135); 
appending the result of said analyzing to the content of said web page 
(paragraph 137); and 

displaying said web page and said result (paragraphs 135 and 137). 

Dutta does not teach wherein said content is secure content, processing the web 
page prior to encryption of said secure content and analyzing the content of the web 
page prior to encryption of said secure content. 
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Malcolm teaches an Information management system (see abstract), in which he 
teaches: 

accessing a web page comprising secure content (paragraphs 20, 83, 89 and 

91); 

processing the web page prior to encryption of said secure content (paragraphs 
60,91 and 102); and 

analyzing the content of the web page prior to encryption of said secure content 
(paragraphs 60, 91 and 102). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the Invention was made to have modified Dutta by the teaching of Malcolm because a 
web page comprising secure content, processing the web page prior to encryption of 
said secure content and analyzing the content of the web page prior to encryption of 
said secure content would enable filtering of undesirable websites (Malcolm, paragraph 
26), and the use of browser plug-In modules to examine transmission content before 
content has been encrypted (paragraph 60), thus providing secure transmission of data 
by enterprise staff (Malcolm, paragraph 29). 

With respect to claims 2, 10 and 18, Dutta as modified teaches wherein said 
accessing said web page comprising content Is performed by an application server 
operating on a first computing system (Dutta, paragraphs 19 and 35-36). 
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With respect to claim 3, Dutta as modified teaches wherein said filter is a function 
of the application server (Dutta, paragraphs 19 and 35), wherein said filter is selectively 
activated by a webpage development tool accessible to said first computing system 
(Dutta, paragraphs 133-135). 

With respect to claims 4, 12 and 20, Dutta as modified teaches wherein said 
server and said filter operate in said first computing system (Dutta, paragraph 134). 

With respect to claims 5, 14 and 22, Dutta as modified teaches wherein said 
analyzer operates on a second computing system that is communicatively coupled with 
said first computing system (Dutta, Figures 1A and IB, paragraphs 19, 34 and 37). 

With respect to claims 7, 16 and 24, Dutta as modified teaches wherein said filter 
transfers content of the web page to the analyzer in a hypertext mark-up language 
(HTML) format (Dutta, paragraph 33). 

With respect to claims 1 1 and 19, Dutta as modified teaches wherein said filter is 
a function of the application server (Dutta, paragraphs 19 and 35). 

With respect to claims 13 and 21 , Dutta as modified teaches wherein said 
request for said web page is generated by a browser operating on said first computing 
system (Dutta, paragraph 35). 
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4. Claims 6, 15 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dutta at al. (US Patent Application Publication 2002/0103914 A1) ('Dutta') in view 
of Malcolm (US 2008/0172717 Al, pr/or/Yyc/afe 9/17/2003), as applied to claims 1-5, 7, 
9-14, 16-22 and 24 above, and further in view of Markel et al. (US Patent Application 
Publication 2002/0156799 Al) ('Markel'). 

With respect to claims 6, 15 and 23, Dutta in view of Malcolm teaches claims 1 , 9 
and 17. 

Dutta in view of Malcolm does not teach wherein said analyzer analyzes said 
content of said web page for compliance with federal law. 

Markel teaches a system and method for verifying and correcting websites (see 
abstract), in which he teaches wherein said analyzer analyzes said content of said web 
page for compliance with federal law (paragraph 74). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have further modified Dutta by the teaching of Markel 
because wherein said analyzer analyzes said content of said web page for compliance 
with federal law would enable website providers to diagnose, evaluate, report, and 
retrofit code violations existing in websites to meet both in-house and industry design 
standards (Markel, paragraph 52). 

5. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dutta et 
al. (US Patent Application Publication 2002/0103914 Al) ('Dutta') in view of Malcolm 
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(US immmiM M , priority date 9/17/2003), as applied to claims 1-5, 7, 9-14, 16-22 
and 24 above, and further in view of Berstis et al. (US 6,510,458 B1 , filing date 
7/15/1999) ('Berstis'). 

With respect to claim 25, Dutta in view of Malcolm teaches processing a web 
page using a filter. 

Dutta in view of Malcolm does not teach performing sequential filtering of said 
web page using a plurality of filters of said filter. 

Berstis teaches blocking saves to web browser cache based on content rating 
(see abstract), in which he teaches performing sequential filtering of said web page 
(steps 1206 and 1208 in Figure 12, column 20 lines 38-39) using a plurality of filters of 
said filter (column 18 lines 3-10 and 37-47). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have further modified Dutta by the teaching of Berstis 
because performing sequential filtering of said web page using a plurality of filters of 
said filter would enable a browser with the capability of blocking web page information 
from the browser cache based on predefined user preferences (Berstis, abstract). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -7 and 9-25 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tine 
examiner should be directed to Alicia M. Lewis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5599. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9 - 6:30, alternate 
Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on 571-272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/A. M. L./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2164 
November 7, 2008 



/Charles Rones/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2164 



